The Leviathan and the Contours of Conservative Imagination: The Role of Thomas Hobbes in the Works of Schmitt, Strauss and Oakeshott
From centuries ago Thomas Hobbes still speaks to us in a strangely familiar and captivating idiom. Having traversed the consuming effect of time, our generation seems willing to study him in order to perceive more clearly the subtle inflections of his voice.
During the past decades the literature devoted to Hobbes has expanded rapidly both in volume and breadth of focus, covering the most diverse topics of his natural and civil philosophy. The reasons for this preoccupation are complex and elusive. To some extent, the preoccupation stems from the fact that Hobbes stood at the beginning of various intellectual and social trends that have culminated in our own time. According to C. B. Macpherson, Hobbes was one of the first advocates of "possessive individualism," whereas Habermas identifies him as one of the ancestors of technological rationalism 1 .
Such interpretations undoubtedly possessed great plausibility and persuasiveness, but they fall short of telling the entire story. It appears that neither Hobbes's vocabulary nor our own is restricted on this range of discourse. While attractive to the scientific mentality of a technological era, and its immediate political reflection, i.e. liberalism, Hobbes's voice also reaches us from the foundation of a different aspect, conservatism.
Nonetheless, it appears that the influence of Hobbes's philosophy on contemporary conservative thought has attracted little attention so far. The following pages seek to explore this relationship by focusing on three eminent figures of twentieth century conservative thought, Carl Schmitt, Leo Strauss and Michael Oakeshott.
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In the pursuit of this aim, this paper emphasizes the role of Hobbes in the making of conservative thought, rather than discussing the 'conservative' elements within his own thought. It is the intention of the following pages to show that Hobbes and his
Leviathan constitutes not only the foundation of modern liberal thinking but also for its most relentless critics. Schmitt, Strauss and Oakeshott, who share a common interest in the works of Hobbes, shape their own theories in a distinguished way by taking different aspects of his political philosophy as departure points. In other words, this shared interest becomes the primary source that delineates the heterogeneous character of the twentieth century conservative thought, as well as its complex response to liberalism.
In the progress of the paper, I will discuss the influence of Hobbes on each thinker individually. In this rather descriptive part, I will devote attention on each thinker's specific works on Hobbes along with references from their entire corpus. Following these sections I will conclude my paper with a discussion on how to understand the works of Schmitt, Strauss and Oakeshott in the framework of conservative thought.
Leviathan versus Behemoth: Carl Schmitt
Carl Schmitt, once the undignified thinker of Nazi Germany, has regained his popularity over the last decade. fear is the source of political order. Human beings once confronted with the prospect of their own dangerousness will be terrified into the arms of authority.
Thus, "for Hobbes, truly a powerful and systematic political thinker, the pessimistic conception of man is elementary presupposition of a specific system of political thought 10 " Schmitt's twofold task then is to elaborate on Hobbes' view of humanity and revive the fear as the key concept in the reformulation of the political: 1-to demonstrate the substantive affinity between his conception of the political and Hobbes' state of nature, and 2-to convince individuals -partisans and nonpartisans alike-that only a state with a monopoly on decisions regarding what is 'political' can guarantee peace and security. Schmitt's profound attempt is to realize this project by avoiding the differentiation between the object and the subject, which he perceived as the undermining elements of Hobbes' project in the first place. Oakeshott denies that man's imperfectability id a "tragedy" 30 . It is only human nature. What must be taken as the actual tragedy is indeed "the natural condition of man." 27 
Conclusion
In this paper I intended to provide a brief account of conservative thought in the Oakeshott which demonstrate intense discrepancies, yet share an intellectual merit, are outstanding examples of reflections of these points. I argue that what brings these three thinkers together is a remarkable concern for the 'evil' in human nature, which was prominently manifested in the famous work of Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan. In other words, it is a well-known myth, the myth of modern state that constitutes the common ground of Schmitt, Strauss, and Oakeshott and their criticisms of modern world.
